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fund. As a result, we are leaving mil-
lions of children behind every day.

It is all about priorities, Mr. Speak-
er. Creating more jobs, access to af-
fordable health care and better edu-
cation for our children, those are the
priorities of America, and they should
be our priorities here in Congress.

———

HONORING U.S. ARMY NATIONAL
GUARD SPECIALIST MICHAEL G.
MIHALAKIS

(Ms. LOFGREN asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend her re-
marks.)

Ms. LOFGREN. Mr. Speaker, as I rise
today, over 500 Americans have lost
their lives in the war in Iraq. Each loss
is a wrenching tragedy to a family
somewhere in America, and this tragic
loss has now come to the Mihalakis
family in San Jose, California.

U.S. Army National Guard Specialist
Michael G. Mihalakis of San Jose, Cali-
fornia, was killed the day after Christ-
mas when his Humvee overturned near
the Baghdad International Airport. He
was assigned to the 270th Military Po-
lice Company and was one of the
youngest casualties of the Iraq con-
flict. Michael was proud to be a soldier,
with a strong commitment to service,
an unflinching bravery, a dedication to
family, and a deep love of country.

America remains strong and free be-
cause, for generations, Americans like
Michael have been willing to put the
well-being of their community and
country ahead of their personal com-
fort and safety. From towns and cities
all over America, ordinary citizens
have become transformed into heroes
through their service.

There is aching loss and pain when
such heroism means the hero is not
coming home. This wrenching loss can
never really be healed for the mothers
and fathers who have given what is
most precious to them for their coun-
try. We want to thank the Mihalakis
family and let them know they are in
our hearts and prayers and that his
grateful country will always remember
their son.

On behalf of the House of Representa-
tives, | want to thank Michael for his
service to the United States and offer
heartfelt condolences to his parents
and entire family.

———

REAL IMMIGRATION REFORM

(Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas asked
and was given permission to address
the House for 1 minute and to revise
and extend her remarks.)

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr.
Speaker, the State of the Union will be
an opportunity for the President to
push his issues and to explain to the
American people how we can work to-
gether.

| think there is no doubt that there
are those of us who understand that
this Nation was first built on the op-
portunities for immigrants to come
and to seek, if you will, a better life.
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We do need real immigration reform
in this Nation, but I am disappointed
and saddened by the offering of the
President of which | have said this is
not an amnesty plan, and so | defend
him from the perspective that this is a
first step of recognizing the needs for
immigration reform, but we really
need to focus on earned access to legal-
ization for those millions of Immi-
grants who are here paying taxes,
working every day and wanting to pro-
vide for their family and to get in line
to be able to earn their right to be a
citizen of the United States of Amer-
ica.

What happens to a guest worker pro-
gram? It literally disappears into the
night because when the program ends
after 3 years, there is some suggestion
that these individuals will go home.
They will not.

Mr. President, work with this Con-
gress, work with the Democrats in a bi-
partisan way to lift up the values of
this Nation, that we are a land of im-
migrants, to allow the immigrants that
are here to get into the system of
earned access to legalization.

————
THE DRUG COVERAGE BILL

(Mr. BROWN of Ohio asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute.)

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. Mr. Speaker,
President Bush, in his State of the
Union a year ago, said, ‘“Medicare is
the binding commitment of a caring
society.” He then promised a prescrip-
tion drug/Medicare reform bill.

The gentleman from California (Mr.
THOMAS), the Republican chairman of
the House Committee on Ways and
Means, one of the authors of the bill
with the Bush administration, said, ‘“‘to
those who say this bill would end Medi-
care as we know it, our answer is we
certainly hope so.”
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I wish President Bush tonight would
explain what happened to the Medicare
bill that he signed in December. | wish
he would explain that this legislation
will mean $139 billion, that is with a
“B,”” $139 billion additional profits for
the drug industry. | wish he would ex-
plain tonight to the American people
why this Medicare privatization bill
means $14 billion in extra payouts to
the HMOs and to the insurance compa-
nies. And | wish he would explain to
the American people why he let in to
write this bill the drug industry and
the insurance industry, which sat down
with the administration, with Repub-
lican leadership and actually wrote the
Medicare prescription drug privatiza-
tion bill. We need answers tonight, Mr.
Speaker.

————

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA VOTING
RIGHTS RESTORATION ACT

(Mr. ROHRABACHER asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
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his remarks and include therein extra-
neous material.)

Mr. ROHRABACHER. Mr. Speaker, |
have just introduced the District of Co-
lumbia Voting Rights Restoration Act,
a bill to restore full and equal congres-
sional voting rights, including rep-
resentation in the United States Sen-
ate, for the residents of the District of
Columbia.

My bill would restore the Federal
rights of Maryland citizenship that
were taken away from the District of
Columbia residents over 200 years ago
by an Act of Congress, the Organic Act
of 1801. Enactment of my bill would
mean that D.C. residents would once
again have the full Federal voting
rights they enjoyed as Maryland citi-
zens prior to Congress’ assumption of
exclusive legislative authority over the
District of Columbia. Those rights in-
cluded the right to vote for and to be
elected as and to serve as U.S. sen-
ators, U.S. representatives and presi-
dential electors from Maryland.

Mr. Speaker, | ask my colleagues on
both sides of the aisle not to let small
national political considerations stop
us from restoring these rights, and |
would also insert the questions and an-
swers about my bill that | am putting
on the desk today as part of the
RECORD.

Mr. Speaker, it is time for all Members of
Congress, whether Republican or Democrat,
conservative or liberal, to heed the legitimate
complaints of “taxation without representa-
tion.” We must correct this 200-year-old injus-
tice to the U.S. citizens who live in our na-
tion's capital. The debate must no longer be
about whether D.C. residents should have full
voting rights in Congress, but how to accom-
plish a goal that we all share.

Question. Since the VRRA includes D.C. as
part of the Maryland delegation in the U.S.
House, what is to keep the Maryland legisla-
ture from splitting D.C. and joining it with
two or more Maryland congressional dis-
tricts?

Answer. The VRRA would require that
whenever D.C. has fewer people than the av-
erage Maryland congressional district, D.C.
be kept intact in a single congressional dis-
trict, with contiguous territory from adja-
cent Maryland counties added as necessary
to produce a district equal in population to
the other Maryland districts. The VRRA also
provides that whenever D.C.’s population is
equal to or larger than the average Maryland
district, then there must be at lease one dis-
trict that is 100% D.C.

The controlling Supreme Court opinion in
Oregon v. Mitchell (the 18-year-old vote case)
made clear that Congress has the power to
regulate congressional redistricting by state
legislatures. Congress has exercised this
power in prohibiting at-large districts in
states with more than one House member. In
this case, Congress would protect D.C. from
unfair treatment because D.C. residents
would have no voice in the Maryland legisla-
ture.

Question. Does the Constitution allow D.C.
residents who do not actually live in Mary-
land to choose the representatives of that
state? If it were constitutional to treat D.C.
residents as if they were residents of the
state of Maryland for the purposes of voting,
would D.C. residents be constitutionally pre-
cluded from representing the new Maryland
district, given the language of Article | spe-
cifically requiring that representatives be
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